
July IO, ZOO4 

Chairman Michael K. Powill 
Federal Communications Comnmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am wriling to add my voice IO the growing number of groups and individuals opposqd to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone compaiiies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep h e  needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to tmget those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free nuniber, along with his or her PlN. The caller, who may be. in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platfo,rm” in mother state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Currenl rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
sepwzte. call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exoi-bilmt in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction 0% what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices arc already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consuiners don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I a m  aware that the long distrtnce companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an efFort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh .in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Conunissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairnun Michael K. Powell 
kdardl Communications Conuiussion 
445 12th Street. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am wrltiiig to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to etrorts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circurnvent currenl rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, i t  will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramdtically higher 
rates - for consumers who plPcc the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in nlind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies wait to target those calls in which a cailer uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who nlny be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platforin” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, noii-profit or person. The caller then 
dials tho telephone mmber of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, slate 
that this represents two calls, one frotii Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to intersrate access charges because there i s  a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to lrcat t h i s  as a single in-state call so hey can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and othcr products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four Page 
corporations. 

I ani aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Comnissioner Kevin 1. M d i n  
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Cornmunications Comrnission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairinan Powell: 

I ani writing to add my voice to the growing number of p u p s  and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone compaiues to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed. it will result in higher races - in many cases, dramtically higher 
raws -for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep h e  needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pic-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-Free number, along wilh his or her Pm. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is coniiected to a “platform” in mother state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or perron. The caller then 
diaas the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access churges because there is a call to Nebraska and then u 
separate call to Virginia. 

Bur the Bell Companies want to ueat chis as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which ai-e only a fraction of what rhey want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas. milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone crlls too, especially when these higher rates represen1 a blatant giveaway to four large 
coiporutions. 

I ani aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cal-ds have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in d ~ s  manner. 1 is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemdthy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Conmissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Comrnunicarions Comnission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC DWket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing 10 add my voice to lhe growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramlically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to carget those calls in which a caller uses it pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
exaniple, is conneckd to a “platform” in another staic --let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platfom,” he 01- she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials rhs telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one Tom Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate cnll to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to veat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbirant in- 
slate access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk 8nd other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher ratw represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I ani aware that the long distance companies and others chat sell pre-paid calling c a d s  have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
011 this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael .I. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July IO, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with 3 pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pie-paid calling card and 
dials il toll-free number, along with his or her PW. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platforni’? in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about Q company, non-profit or person. The callu then 
dials he telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as coiimon sense, slate 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebi-ash to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there i s  a call to Nebraska and then 3 
separate call to Virginia. 

Bur rhe Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the ne11 companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they wilnt to charge consuiners. 

Prices are already rising for gas, nlilk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway 10 four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long distance cornpanies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customrs’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Cormilissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July IO, 2004 

Chairlimn Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conmunications Coiilmission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Z am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals op. xed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in niany cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on t h i s  docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pie-paid calling card and 
dials a loll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia. for 
example, is connwtcd to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nkibrdbraskd. Fromthis 
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules. as well as common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access char~es because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell coiiipanies want to treat this as a siiigle in-stale call so they can levy eaorbirat h- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fracrion of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas,  milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
coxporations. 

I am aware that the long distaiice companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell coliipanies the door 
on this issue. 

(&+iw-- 
Sincerely, g+ e 
ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Ahemdlhy 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Comnssioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstem 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chaiimaii Michael K. Powell 
Federal Comniunicalions Commission 
445 12th Sweet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing lo add my voice to the growing number of groups an individuals opposed lo efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather rhan the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want LO target those calls in which a caller uses a prepaid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a ‘platform” in another shte -- let’s say in Nebraska. Prom this 
“platforni,” he or she hears a message abaut a company, nonprofit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, srate 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject Lo interstate access chxrges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separale call to Virginia. 

But Lhe Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant io- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fmction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices For 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
coiporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort TO protccl their customrs’ interests in this manner. It is 
now Lime for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the b o t  
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. C o p s  
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dcur Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing (0 add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to effolts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in mimy cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, i implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calliiig card and 
dials a toll-free riumbcr. along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example. is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“plutform” he or she hears a message about a cowany, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, stale 
that this 1-epresents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one froinNebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject IO interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

aut the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state c d  so h e y  can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corpoi-ations. 

I am aware that the long distance coupanies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now tilm for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell cornpmies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin 1. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July IO, 2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Cornmission 
445 12th Sweet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companias to circumvent current rules on cills placed with a pre-pnid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell coiiipdnies. 

The Re11 companies want to target those calls in which a callef uses a pre-paid cdling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PN. The caller, who may be i n  Virginia, for 
example, i s  connected to a "platform" in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. Prom this 
"platform," he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well a8 common sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska 10 Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access chages because thcre is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbilant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware cliat the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consu1ners and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. CoppS 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

C h a i m  Michael I<. Powell 
Federal Communications Conmussion 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairinan Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pro-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in lugher rates -in many ciises, dramatically hiEher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on (his docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind 1-ather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-iree number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, i s  connected to a “platform” in another state ”- let’s say in Nebraska. Froni this 
“platform,” he or she hews a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone num’ber of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as cornmon sense. state 
that rh.is represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one fr0.01 Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

Bur the Bell companies want to tteat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatswver to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which me only a fixtion of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already iising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too. especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies .md others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the ‘PCC in an effort TO protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It i s  
now rime for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

l\/&r/AbA 
ccs: 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J .  Marlin 
Conmissioner Jonathan S .  Adelsrein 
Senator 
Senator 
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July 7,2004 

C h h  Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th $beet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increme the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The  Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of La*o households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part becaurc 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk pnces already holding fwed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced wjth rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who nre on W incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the a d i t  rating or hew deposit requiremenis that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fim panhones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the olher daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply ~d it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gnin by luxping 
affordable prepaid aUmg cards a priority. 

Sincere1 , 

M i  cc : Commissi ner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Karhleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspersou 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th strcct, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DoclrctNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

TheFCC should not impose new access chges  and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino wmunily is ptdcularly setlsieivc to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximarely 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards arc so prevalent in part because 
they save cmsumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service cosfs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on faced incomes depend entire& upon prepaid senrice because they cannot 
meet the crcdit rating or hefly deposit requircmmts that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h payphones or the telephones 
of family members end neighbors. We can usc these cards to stay konnected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule m y  ofthe other daily appointments that we alI  have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new churges and fees on these cards. 
Some o f  the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest bemeficiwies of such 
charges. The FCC should stand np for comnmer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid cnlliug cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kahleen Abemathy 
CDmmissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
senator 
Congresspernm 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th srreet, S.W. 
Wmhington, DC 20S54 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am Writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid all i ig  card 
services. 

Mmoritics, low-mwme families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variely of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a cmdit history, bank accounts, or the meens to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumcrs, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in much with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economcally disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these csrds incre-. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they nre m affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But sucb price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicls new %-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would fumcl directly to large local telephone 
cornpanjcs whjle the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid d s ,  jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
h o r n  these services. Please stop my effort to raisc rates on American consumers and decidc that 
them services are not subjwt to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

I 
Commissioner Kaihleen Ab&thy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
senator 
Congress person 



Jdy 7,2004 

c ~ i a n  ~ i c k n ~ ~  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th S k e \  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looldng for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a p p o d  that would intmduoc 
new c h e s  and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other wnsumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid d i n g  card swviceS. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accamts and other means necessary to subscribe te local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid d i n g  cards to stay connected at set afFordablc rates. 
Smdents, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a msult, prepaid calling cards EIR the only option available - witbout them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising &e price of prepaid 
call ig cards will directly harm individuals who can lcast afford price inacases. 

Imposing in-state cbargcs would mount to a sub&tial inorease in the cost of prepaid calls, 
desl~oying the utility of calling cards to disadvanwged consumem. Allowing the Imp, local 
telephone cornpanics to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substautially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new acceas charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services, 

sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin unrtin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
A 

\ exa.5 



Suly 7,2004 

Cha& Michacl Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12rh street, S.W. 
Washingtoa, 20554 

RE: WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for ajob or affordable housing to sraying in 
touch with family aud Fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon senices upon whicb we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Uany Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizenr, and others face simii challenges. 

As a resulh prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumxs 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly hann individuals who can least af€ord price increase. 

Imposing in-state chsrgcs would mount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calk, 
desimying rhe utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
tclcphone companies to collect such charges, even whcn they do not s e N  the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

v r  

u a - . h k  ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
CommissionerKathleen Abemathy > C- 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Joua&.an Adclstein . 
Senator Ecrrc, ikuk.,, t f i & & s h  

senator Congressperson i z L  + 
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July 7,2004 

C h a i  Mjchael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

chairman Powell: 

FCC should not impse new access chaps  and fees u p  prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to haease the con of these cards, YOU win simply drive up the ccst for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay intouch m their oommunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofrhe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards SO prevalent in part becanse 
they mve consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding f i e d  and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced wah rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fbrad incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet thc credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphoncs or the tclcphons 
of family members and neighbors. We CRKI use these cards to stay *connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, M schedule many of the other daily appointments that we. all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would bethe largest beneficim'es o f  such 
charges. The FCC sbauld stand up for consumer interests over cofporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priolity. 

Commissionerxarhlem Abemthy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
scmtor - LU 
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July 7,2004 

C h a i i  Michael Powell 
Fcdcrsl Communications Commission 
445 12th smet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

@ 0 2 8 / 0 2 8  

RE W C  DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
serviceS. 

Minorities, low-income families, scnior citizens, immigrants, collcgc students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of thesc consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to loak for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appoinhnmt, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable 00% ns 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economicalfy disadvantaged areas, mnmers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices ofthese cards increase. Prepajd calling cards me 
indispcnsablc to consumer p u p s  because they am an affordable alteridveto regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it iuflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees wonld funnel direotly to large local telephone 
companjes while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local relophone companies will SubStantiaUy increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
eon these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on A m ~ t i ~  co1~6yme~s and decide that 
these services are not snbject to the cxorbitant new BOX= charges and othcr fees. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevh Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 

Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

c h a i i  Michael Powell 
'Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sweet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority of 
disadvantaged individuals to smy in touch in their communities. 

The Latino comfllloity is puticularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calliig wds are M prevalent in part because 
they save consumo~~ money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fur& and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephmc service costs as well. Jn particular, many low-income 
households who BTB on k e d  incomes d e p d  entirely upon prepaid scrvice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can makc calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We -use these cards to stay "connecte$' 86 we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I sunply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some o f  the nation's largest telephone companies would be the lar8est beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should shud up for cnasnmcr interests over corporate gab by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards P priodty. 

Sincere , & mmissionerMichac1 (3- 74 Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abema% 
Commissioner Kevin Mmtin 
Commissioner Sonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congrcssperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sweet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Fowell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges tmd fees upon prepaid falling cards. If you 
move to in-e the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the co6t for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards Pre-paid calling car& are so prevalent in part because 
they saw consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fvred and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising tclophone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend emirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls eom pzyphonos or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay “connected” a6 we look €or 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and f e e s  on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over mlpomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid caUig Eards a priority- 

as: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Mania 
Commissioner Jonathan Adehein 
Senator 
SEllSiOt 
Congrrsspmon 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael PoweU 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If YOU 
move to increase the cost o f  tbese cards, you.wiU simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals tn stay intouch m their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly scositive to any price increase for pmpajd calliig cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe househoIds with hcomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling car& are 60 prcvslent inpart bccause 
fhey save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumem hostage, we should 
not be faced with risingtelepbone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on faed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because thty cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, oOnsumerS can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ‘%onneotcdn as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the othw daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply i k d  it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest tekphone wmpanies would be the largest bcneficimks of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer h t e d  over co~orate  gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

sincerely, 

CCS: Commissioner Michael. Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abtmathy 
Commissioner Kwin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstem 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Fed& Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should bot impose new acce+s charges and fei5 upon prepaid d l i n g  cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of thesa cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in theu communitim. 

The Istino community is particularly sensitive to any price. increase for pwpaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and mi prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should. 
not be faced with rising telephone semice costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
houstholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local pbone’compaaies insist UPM bcfore 
getting a phone. With prepaid card& consumers can make calls from payphones or the tclepbones 
of family memkrs and neighbors. We c a n ~ e  thbe cards to stay “connected- as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the othex daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new Aarges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest reI&hone companies would bethe largest beneficiaries of such. 

up for consumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner W e e n  Abernathy 
Commissioner Kcvin M& 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Fed& Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washhgton, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cog ofthese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantagcd individuals to stay in touch in their commuaiti~. 

The Lstino community is particularly sensitive to my price increase for pre-paid calling cards: 
approximately 43% of Latiao households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in pBzt because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fned and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. hi particular, many-low-income 
hauseholds’who are an f d  incomes depend enhly upon prepaid senice because ihey cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upm bcfm 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make 4 1 s  from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors, We can use &&e oar& to slay “connecred” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedulemany afthe other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose ntw charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for wnsumer interma over cniporate gain by keeping 
affordsbk prepaid d i n g  carda a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: CommissionaMicbael Ccpps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernsrby 
Commissiontr KcvinMartio 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Seaator 
Coagressperson 
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July 7,2004 

chain-& Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powelk 

Latino and other n&ority communities rely upon low-cost telecouimunicatim services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, h m  looking for ajob or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fi-icnds. But pending before the FCC is a pmposal that wmld 'htmdu& 
new charges and feei upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other eonsumtrs nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-staten access charges and other fces on 
certain prepaid calling catd services. Many Latinos, particularly those on &ed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necesssry to subdbeto  1 0 4  
telephone service, rely upon t h e  prepaid callh&! m d s  to stay connected at set affordable ratns. 
Students, immigrants, =Nor citizens, and 0 t h ~ ~  face sirnilat challenges. 

AS a result, prepaid calling cards an the only option available - witboutthem, many consrrmers 
could, quite literally, be left Wirbout access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial inccease.inthe cost ofprepaid ca& 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even whenthey Q not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commission- Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonachan Adelstein. . 
Senator Senator ~ ? d d ~ v ~ ~ s -  

Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Povreu. 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washhgtoq DC 20554 

R;E: W C  Dockct No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you win simply drive up the cost for minority or 
duadvantaged individuals to stay m touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is  partjculariy sensitive to any price increaso for prepaid d l i u g  cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. kid@ half of.the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are SO prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

Witb gas and mikprices already holding &ed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as Well. k particular, many lOW-imx~me 
households who arc on fuced incomes depend e d d y  upon prepaid service because thq cannot 
meet the credit rating OJ hefly deposit requirements rhat local phone'companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, wnsumefs can makc calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors We can use th6se cards to stay "~omected" BS we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or fchedule many ofthe other daily appoinlments tbtit we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fecs on these c d .  
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
chnrges. The FCC shonld .stand up for cousumer iuterests over cO+rate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid mUing cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Karhleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Ma~tin 
Commissioner Jonathan A!elstcin 

Senator 
Congresspason 



July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Seeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in thc U.S. and all over the world rely hcavily upca low-cost 
telecommunications scrvkes to keep in touch with family and friends back home. But pendiog 
before the FCC is a proposal that would inrroduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
dcpend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thoussnds ofhe r ioan  service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

I undustand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and othcr fees on 
certain prepaid calling card servicm. Amencan service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards ta keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordablc rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in nced of vital phone setvice to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Kmposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please la& out for ow 
military personnel and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

TeYz5. 
I 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abcmachy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator /i5ey W & s p y u  
senatw ,+ 
Congresspaon ”;r” 


